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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . The Request for Continued Examination (RCE) filed on 7 April 2005 under 37 CFR 
1 .53(d) based on parent Application No. 09/924,057 is acceptable and a RCE has been 
estabUshed, An action on the RCE follows. 

2. The amendments filed on 7 April 2005, submitted with the filing of the RCE have been 
received and entered. The appUcant has cancelled claims 1, 9, 20, 26, 34, 41, 50 and 56. Claims 
2-8, 10-19, 21-25, 27-33, 35-40, 42-49, 51-55 and 57-58 as amended are pending in the 
application. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §101 

35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or 
composition of matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent 
therefor, subject to the conditions and requirements of this title. 

3. Claims 10-19, 27-33, 42-49 and 57-58 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the 
claimed invention is directed to non-statutory subject matter. Claims 10-19, 27-33, 42-49 and 
57-58 are not tangibly embodied in a manner so as to be executable. Claims 13, 30, 44 and 57 
teach a software program without any specific limitations reciting that the program is stored in a 
tangible medium or executed on a computer or computer-related processor. As such, the claims 
are non-statutory as the program claimed is not tangible. Dependent claims 10-12, 14-19, 27-29, 
31-33, 42-43, 45-49 and 58 do not remedy the problem of independent claims 13, 30, 44 and 57, 
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i.e. they do not provide for the tangible embodiment of the program taught in independent claims 
13, 30, 44 and 57 so as to be executable, and is therefore non-statutory as well. 

4. To expedite a complete examination of the instant appKcation, the claims rejected under 
35 U.S.C. 101 (nonstatutory) above are further rejected as set forth below in anticipation of the 
applicant amending these claims to place them within the four statutory categories of invention. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed pubhcation in this or a foreign country or in pubHc use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of apphcation for patent in the United States. 

5. Claims 2-7 and 10-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
LeMole et al. U.S. Patent 6,009,410 (hereinafter "LeMole"). 

Referring to claims 4 and 13, LeMole teaches a method and program product comprising 
the steps of receiving redirection initiation to redirect the browser (the Content Server receiving 
a request and input of user ID from the user) (column 3, line 66 - column 4, line 35 and Figure 
2); getting a direct or indirect reference to a destination based on user information in a user 
profile accessed via a networked autonomous user profile store (accessing an associated and 
networked database of user profile information in order to get a reference to a destination, i.e. 
dynamically configure a customized advertising page to display to the user via the browser) 
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(column 2, lines 58-67 and column 3, line 66 - column 4, line 35 and Figure 1); and causing the 
browser to browse to that destination wherein the step of getting a reference comprises accessing 
a user profile to obtain the destination reference (displaying the customized advertising page) 
(column 2, lines 58-67 and column 3, hne 66 - column 4, line 35). This is further shown in 
Figures 3 and 4. 

Referring to claims 2 and 11, LeMole teaches the reference is an opaque reference 
(column 2, lines 58-67 and column 3, line 66 - column 4, line 35). 

Referring to claims 3 and 12, LeMole teaches setting the destination reference (column 2, 
lines 58-67 and column 3, line 66 - column 4, line 35). 

Referring to claims 5 and 14, LeMole teaches accessing a user profile store and invoking 
a method in the user profile store to access the user profile (accessing a CAR server which 
accesses a user profile database of information for the user entered ID) (column 2, lines 58-67 
and column 3, line 66 - column 4, line 35). 

Referring to claims 6 and 16, LeMole teaches the reference is a URL (the presented 
customized advertising page is a webpage, which has an associated URL, delivered over the 
Internet) (column 2, lines 58-67, column 6, lines 20-45 and Figure 3). 

Referring to claim 7, LeMole teaches displaying a plurality of selectable destination 
redirection indicators to the user in order to select a redirection destination (displaying a list of 
hyperlinks to advertising sites that can be selected by the user) (column 3, line 66 - column 4, 
line 35 and column 6, line 46 - column 7, line 35). 

Referring to claims 10 and 15, LeMole teaches a first method for providing an opaque 
reference for the destination to the web content (producing a personal ad page for the user) and a 
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second method to cause the browser to browse to that destination (returning the web page to the 
user, i.e. displaying the personalized ad page on the user's browser) (column 3, line 66 - column 
4, hne 35 and column 6, line 46 - column 7, line 35; this is further shown in Figures 3 and 4). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claim 8 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over LeMole et al. U.S. 
Patent 6,009,410 (hereinafter "LeMole"), as applied to claim 4 above, and Burke U.S. Patent 
6,032,162. 

Referring to claim 8, Le Mole teaches all of the limitations as applied to claim 4 above. 
Specifically, LeMole teaches displaying a different one of the selectable designators based on 
user information (displaying a customized ad page for each user based on user profile 
information) (LeMole: column 2, hnes 58-67 and column 3, line 66 - column 4, line 35). 
However, LeMole fails to explicitly teach the user information includes whether the user is 
inside or outside of a firewall. Burke teaches an interface for accessing Internet data based on 
user identification information (Burke: column 1, lines 41-46) similar to that of LeMole. In 
addition, Burke further teaches displaying different data based on user information such as 
whether the user is behind a firewall (Burke: column 3, lines 3 1-55). It would have been obvious 



Application/Control Number: 09/924,057 Page 6 

Art Unit: 2173 

to one of ordinary skill in the art, having the teachings of LeMole and Burke before him at the 
time the invention was made, to modify the display of different information based on user 
information from a user profile of LeMole to include user information such as whether the user is 
behind a firewall taught by Burke. One would have been motivated to make such a combination 
in order to allow the information displayed to the user to be customized according to security 
purposes, such as a security firewalls; for example, the combination can ensure that personal and 
sensitive information is not displayed unless a secure firewall is in place. 

7. Claims 17-18, 21-24, 27-33, 35-39, 42-48, 51-54 and 57-58 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 
103(a) as being unpatentable over LeMole et al. U.S. Patent 6,009,410 (hereinafter "LeMole") 
and Roosen et al U.S. Publication 2002/0036793 (hereinafter "Roosen"). 

Referring to clam 17, LeMole teaches all of the Hmitations as applied to claim 13 above. 
Specifically, LeMole teaches the redirection of the browser upon a direct or indirect reference 
(Roosen: column 2, lines 58-67 and column 3, line 66 - column 4, line 35), However, LeMole 
fails to explicitly teach the web content calling the destination method when a print designator 
from web content displayed at the browser in the imaging client is indicated. Roosen teaches 
redirecting the browser to a destination (Roosen: page 6, paragraph 0100 and Figure 14) similar 
to that of LeMole. In addition, Roosen fiirther teaches calling the destination method when a 
print designator from web content displayed at the browser in the imaging client is indicated 
(selecting a printer from a list of printers and displaying the status of the selected printer and 
printing documents to the printer) (Roosen: page 3, paragraph 0050-0053, page 6, paragraph 
0103-0104 and ftirther shown in Figures 3, 12, 15 and 16). It would have been obvious to one of 
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ordinary skill in the art, having the teachings of LeMole and Roosen before him at the time the 
invention was made, to modify the browser redirection method based on user profile information 
of LeMole to include the activation of the method upon a print function taught by Roosen. One 
would have been motivated to make such a combination in order to facilitate fast and easy 
printing in a networked environment; for example, this combination allows print jobs from 
specific users to be sent to specific printers, i.e. according to customized user profile information 
in order to minimize waiting time. 

Referring to claim 18, LeMole, as modified, teach a selectable designator is displayed at 
the browser for each of a plurality of different destination methods (pull-down list of selectable 
printers) (Roosen: page 6, paragraph 0103 and Figure 15). 

Referring to claims 22, 30, 37 and 44, LeMole teaches a method and program product 
comprising the steps of receiving redirection initiation to redirect the browser (the Content 
Server receiving a request and input of user ID from the user) (LeMole: column 3, line 66 - 
column 4, line 35 and Figure 2), getting a direct or indirect reference to a destination based on 
user information in a user profile accessed via a networked autonomous user profile store 
(accessing an associated and networked database of user profile information in order to get a 
reference to a destination, i.e. dynamically configure a customized advertising page to display to 
the user via the browser) (LeMole: column 2, lines 58-67 and column 3, line 66 - column 4, line 
35 and Figure 1), and causing the browser to browse to that destination (displaying the 
customized advertising page) (column 2, lines 58-67 and column 3, line 66 - column 4, line 35). 
This is fixrther shown in Figures 3 and 4. However, Le Mole fails to explicitly teach the 
destination being a printer list destination. Roosen teaches redirecting the browser to a 
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destination (Roosen et al.: page 6, paragraph 0100 and Figure 14) similar to that of LeMole. In 
addition, Roosen further teaches redirecting the browser to a printer list destination (selecting a 
printer from a list of printers and displaying the status of the selected printer and printing 
documents to the printer) (Roosen: page 3, paragraph 0047-0053, page 6, paragraph 0100-0104 
and further shown in Figures 3, 12, 15 and 16). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art, having the teachings of LeMole and Roosen before him at the time the invention 
was made, to modify the browser redirection method based on user profile information of 
LeMole to include the destination of a displayed printer list taught by Roosen. One would have 
been motivated to make such a combination in order to facilitate fast and easy printing in a 
networked environment; for example, this combination allows print jobs from specific users to 
be sent to specific printers, i.e. according to customized user profile information in order to 
minimize waiting time. 

Referring to claims 52 and 57, LeMole teaches a method and program product 
comprising getting a direct or indirect reference to a destination using preset settings based on 
user information in a user profile accessed via a networked autonomous user profile store 
(accessing an associated and networked database of user profile information in order to get a 
reference to a destination, i.e. dynamically configure a customized advertising page to display to 
the user via the browser) (LeMole: column 2, lines 58-67 and column 3, line 66 - column 4, line 
35 and Figure 1), and cause a browser to browse to that URL destination (displaying the 
customized advertising page) (LeMole: column 2, lines 58-67 and column 3, line 66 - column 4, 
line 35), wherein the preset settings are associated with identification information from a user 
profile (database of user profile information associated with a user input ID) (LeMole: column 2, 
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lines 58-67 and column 3, line 66 - column 4, line 35 and Figure 1). However, LeMole fails to 
explicitly teach a printnow destination method that will print using preset settings. Roosen 
teaches causing a browser to browse to a destination (Roosen: page 6, paragraph 0100 and Figure 
14) similar to that of LeMole. In addition, Roosen further teaches a printnow destination method 
that will print using preset settings (users select, or reference a printer for performing automatic 
print jobs, printing files which do not require further action by the user) (Roosen: page 2, 
paragraph 0024 and page 6, paragraph 0103 and Figures 15-16). It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art, having the teachings of LeMole and Roosen before him at the 
time the invention was made, to modify the browser redirection method based on user profile 
information of LeMole to include the printnow destination taught by Roosen. One would have 
been motivated to make such a combination in order to facilitate fast and easy printing in a 
networked environment; for example, this combination allows print jobs from specific users to 
be sent to specific printers, i.e. according to customized user profile information in order to 
minimize waiting time. 

Referring to claims 21, 28, 35, 43 and 51, LeMole teaches the reference is an opaque 
reference (column 2, lines 58-67 and column 3, line 66 - column 4, line 35). 

Referring to claims 23, 38, 45 and 53, LeMole teaches accessing a user profile store and 
invoking a method in the user profile store to access the user profile (accessing a CAR server 
which accesses a user profile database of information for the user entered ID) (column 2, lines 
58-67 and column 3, line 66 - column 4, line 35). 

Referring to claims 24, 39 and 54, LeMole, as modified, teach the step of displaying a 
plurality of selectable printer and printer list destination redirection indicators to the user in order 
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to select a redirection destination (pull-down list of selectable printers) (Roosen et al.: page 6, 
paragraph 0103 and further shown in Figure 15). 

Referring to claims 29 and 36, LeMole, as modified, teach setting the printer destination 
reference (selecting a printer fi*om a Hst of printer and printing documents to the printer) 
(Roosen: page 6, paragraph 0100-0104 and further shown in Figures 15-16). 

Referring to claims 27, 31, 42 and 46, LeMole, as modified, teach a first method for 
providing an opaque reference for the destination to the web content (reference to the list of 
printers) (Roosen: page 6, paragraph 0103 and further shown by reference character "41" in 
Figure 1 5) and a second method to cause the browser to browse to that destination (selecting a 
printer fi*om the list of printers and displaying status information regarding the printer on the 
browser) (Roosen: page 3, paragraphs 0049-0053 and Figure 16). 

Referring to claims 32 and 47, LeMole, as modified, teach the web content calls the 
printer list destination method when a print designator fi*om web content displayed at the browser 
in the imaging client is indicated (selecting a printer destination fi*om the list of printer 
destinations displayed upon the selection of the pull-down menu) (Roosen: page 6, paragraph 
0103 and Figures 15-16). 

Referring to claim 33, LeMole, as modified, teach the reference for the printer list 
destination (Roosen: page 3, paragraphs 0047-0053, page 6, paragraphs 0100-0104 and Figures 
12, 15-16) is a URL (LeMole: column 2, lines 58-67, column 6, lines 20-45 and Figure 3). 

Referring to claim 48, LeMole, as modified, teach a plurality of printer destination 
methods, each having a selectable printer designator displayed at the browser (pull-down hst of a 
plurality of selectable printers) (Roosen: page 6, paragraph 0103 and Figure 15). 
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Referring to claim 58, LeMole, as modified, teach a selection method for always 
providing the reference to the PRINTNOW destination if predetermined criteria have been met 
(user has access to all the information in the web server, including the list of destination printers 
when the user's login information have been authorized) (Roosen: page 6, paragraph 0100). 

8- Claims 19, 25, 40, 49 and 55 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over LeMole et al. U.S. Patent 6,009,410 (hereinafter "LeMole") and Roosen et al. U.S. 
Publication 2002/0036793 (hereinafter "Roosen"), as applied to claims 13, 22, 37, 44 and 52 
above, and Burke U.S. Patent 6,032,162. 

Referring to claims 19, 25, 40, 49 and 55, LeMole and Roosen teach all of the limitations 
as appHed to claims 13, 22, 37, 44 and 52 above. Specifically, LeMole and Roosen teach 
displaying a different one of the selectable designators based on user information (displaying a 
customized ad page for each user based on user profile information) (LeMole: column 2, hnes 
58-67 and column 3, line 66 - column 4, line 35). However, LeMole and Roosen fail to 
explicitly teach the user information includes whether the user is inside or outside of a firewall. 
Burke teaches an interface for accessing Internet data based on user identification information 
(Burke: column 1, lines 41-46) similar to that of LeMole and Roosen. In addition. Burke fiirther 
teaches displaying different data based on user information such as whether the user is behind a 
firewall (Burke: column 3, lines 3 1-55). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art, having the teachings of LeMole, Roosen and Burke before him at the time the invention 
was made, to modify the display of different information based on user information from a user 
profile of LeMole and Roosen to include user information such as whether the user is behind a 
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firewall taught by Burke. One would have been motivated to make such a combination in order 
to allow the information displayed to the user to be customized according to security purposes, 
such as a security firewalls; for example, the combination can ensure that personal and sensitive 
information is not displayed unless a secure firewall is in place. 

Response to Arguments 

9. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-58 have been considered but are moot in 
view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications fi*om the 
examiner should be directed to Ting Zhou whose telephone number is (571) 272-4058. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday 7:00 am - 4:30 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Cabeca can be reached at (571) 272-4048. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (571) 273-4058. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained fi*om the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIJl 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (BBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). / / 
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orpvnc " : TNT EXAMINE' 
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